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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), wliich 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following infonnalities: "it" should be 
changed to -said connection extension- (lines 7, 8). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In regards to claim 7, it is unclear if "a tubular source of compressed gas" is 
different than the source of compressed gas set forth in claim 1 . For the purposes of 
examination, the examiner assumes that there is only one source of compressed gas, 
and that claim 7 is merely claiming that this feature is tubular. 

In regards to claim 9, it is unclear if "an airbag" is different than the airbag set 
forth in claim 1 . For the purposes of examination, the examiner assumes that there is 
only one airbag. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b). by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 4, 5, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Debler et al. (2003/0001366). Debler et al. disclose an airbag module (for example, 
including #16) for a vehicle occupant restraining system, the air bag module comprising: 

• Gas lance (including #54) that can feed gas from a source of compressed gas 
(including #64, 64') into an airbag (including #52) 

• Housing (including #40) that accommodates the gas lance (for example, as seen in 
figures 3, 22, 33) 

• Connection extension (for example, including #86 in figure 22, bottom of T-piece #90 
in figure 33) able to be connected to the source of compressed gas 

• Connection extension projecting so far out of the housing that it can penetrate into 
the source of compressed gas installed outside of the housing (for example, can be 
seen in figures 22, 33) 

• Connection extension serves to supply the gas lance with compressed gas from the 
source of compressed gas as well as mechanically attach the source of compressed 
gas to the airbag module (for example, can be seen in figures 22, 33) 
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• Gas lance is T-shaped in an area of the connection extension (for example, at #90) 

• Housing accommodates the airbag that surrounds the gas lance (for example, can 
be seen in figures 3, 22, 33) 

In regards to the housing being configured as an extruded profile, the method of 
fomiing the device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 
Therefore, this limitation has not been given patentable weight. 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

7. Claims 1 and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Yanagibashi et al. (6,854,762). Yanagibashi et al. disclose an airbag module (including 
#26, 27) for a vehicle occupant restraining system, the air bag module comprising: 

• Gas lance (for example, including #54) that can feed gas from a source of 
compressed gas (including #26) into an airbag (including #52) 

• Housing (including #51) that accommodates the gas lance (can be seen in figure 5) 

• Connection extension (for example, including #39, 44) able to be connected to the 
source of compressed gas (can be seen in figure 3) 
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• Connection extension projecting so far out of the housing that it can penetrate into 
the source of compressed gas installed outside of the housing (can be seen in 
figures 3, 4) 

• Connection extension serves to supply the gas lance with compressed gas from the 
source of compressed gas as well as mechanically attach the source of compressed 
gas to the airbag module (can be seen in figures 1,2,6) 

• Housing is made of plastic (column 4, line 25; synthetic resin is a "plastic") 

• Source of compresses gas is tubular (can be seen in figures 3, 4) with a longitudinal 
axis (for example, Li or Lc, as seen in figures 3, 4) 

• Connection extension penetrates into the source of compressed gas crosswise to 
the longitudinal axis and in a middle thereof (can be seen in figure 3) 

• Housing accommodates the airbag that surrounds the gas lance (can be seen in 
figure 5) 

In regards to the housing being configured as an extruded profile, the method of 
forming the device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 
Therefore, this limitation has not been given patentable weight. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Debler et 
al. (2003/0001366) in view of Tietze (6,382,663). Debler et al. do not specifically 
disclose the housing being made of plastic. Tietze teaches an airbag module 
comprising a gas lance (including #12), an airbag (not shown), and a housing (including 
#10) being made of plastic (column 2. lines 32-33). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the housing of Debler 
et al. such that it comprised plastic as claimed in view of the teachings of Tietze so as to 
provide a durable, yet inexpensive, housing for the airbag components. Further, it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material 
on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 2 and 3 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kithil and Fischer each disclose an airbag module for a vehicle occupant 
restraining system, the air bag module comprising a gas lance that can feed gas from a 
source of compressed gas into an airbag, a housing that accommodates the gas lance, 
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a connection extension able to be connected to the source of compressed gas, the 
connection extension projecting so far out of the housing that it can penetrate into the 
source of compressed gas installed outside of the housing, and the connection 
extension serving to supply the gas lance with compressed gas from the source of 
compressed gas as well as mechanically attach the source of compressed gas to the 
airbag module. 

Neuman, Takagi et al., Goto et al., and Eyrainer et al. each disclose an airbag 
module for a vehicle occupant restraining system, the air bag module comprising a gas 
lance, an airbag, and a connection extension penetrating a source of compressed gas. 
12. Thought not considered prior art based on their filing dates, Crohn et al, Braun, 
DePottey et al., Smith, and Salmo disclose inventions similar to the applicant's claimed 
invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura B. Rosenberg whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6674. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (571) 272-6669. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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